Appendix 10. Stable coronary artery disease —

Functional testing grouped

- Invasive coronary angiography — Functional testing grouped
- Any revascularization — Functional testing grouped

- Overall death — Functional testing grouped

- Myocardial infarction — Functional testing grouped

- Downstream testing — Functional testing grouped



Invasive coronary angiography - Stable coronary artery

disease - Functional testing grouped

Comparisons

Functional testing vs.
Anatomical testing

Ref.
D-RCT
R22
R24
R26
R27,R28
R30
R32

No.
Comparisons

OR
(95%CI)

0.65
(0.58-0.74)

2
T

<0.001
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Loop

Anatomical testing-
Functional testing-
Standard care

IF

0.892

95%ClI

(0.48-1.31)

p-value

<0.001

Loop
hetero%reneity
T

<0.001




Invasive coronary angiography — Functional testing grouped — Stable
coronary artery disease — Sidesplit approach for assessment of inconsistency

(all p-values <0.05).

Comparison
Anatomical
testing
Vs.
Standard care
Anatomical
testing
V.
Functional
testing
CMR
Vs.
Standard care
CMR
Vs.
Functional
testing
Functional
testing
Vs.
Standard care

Direct
Coefficient

0.022

-0.425

1.236

-0.103

1.340

SE

0.094

0.062

0.177

0.172

0.180

Indirect
Coefficient | SE
0.915 0.190
-1.318 0.203
-0.548 0.379
1.681 0.385
0.448 0.113

Difference
Coefficient | SE
-0.892 0.212
0.892 0.212
1.784 0.424
-1.784 0.424
0.892 0.212

p-value

<0.001

<0.001

<0.001

<0.001

<0.001



Any revascularization - Stable coronary artery disease -

Functional testing grouped

Comparisons . b S 7
D-RCT | Comparisons (95%CI)
R22
Functional testing vs. gg 5 0.55 0.049
Anatomical testing (0.39-0.77) ’
R30
R32
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Anatomical

Standard care
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Loop

Anatomical testing-
Functional testing-
Standard care

IF

0.381

95%ClI

(0.00-1.38)

p-value

0.456

Loop
hetero%reneity
T

0.050




Any revascularization — Functional testing grouped — Stable coronary artery

disease — Sidesplit approach for assessment of inconsistency (all p-values

>0.05).

Comparison
Anatomical
testing
Vs.
Standard care
Anatomical
testing
V.
Functional
testing
CMR
Vs.
Standard care
CMR
Vs.
Functional
testing
Functional
testing
Vs.
Standard care

Direct
Coefficient

-0.165

-0.675

-0.234

-0.289

0.056

SE

0.102

0.091

0.272

0.221

0.282

Indirect
Coefficient | SE
-0.620 0.296
-0.221 0.300
0.675 0.507
-1.120 0.576
0.510 0.136

Difference
Coefficient | SE
0.455 0.313
-0.455 0.313
-0.909 0.626
0.909 0.626
-0.455 0.313

p-value

0.147

0.147

0.147

0.147

0.147



Overall death - Stable coronary artery disease - Functional

testing group
Comparisons Ref. No. OR 7
P D-RCT | Comparisons (95%CI)
R22
. . R24
Functlor}al testlgg Vs. R26 5 0.96 <0.001
Anatomical testing (0.73-1.27)
R30
R32
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Functiona]
Anatomical

Standard care
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Loop

Anatomical testing-
Functional testing-
Standard care

IF

0.548

95%ClI

(0.00-2.31)

p-value

0.542

Loop
hetero%reneity
T

<0.001




Myocardial infarction - Stable coronary artery disease —

Functional testing group

Comparisons . b S 7
D-RCT | Comparisons (95%CI)
R22
. . R24

Functional testing vs. 1.39

Anatomical testing R26 > (0.89-2.17) <0.001
R30
R32
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Functiona]
Anatomical

Standard care



Anatomical
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Loop

Anatomical testing-
Functional testing-
Standard care

IF

0.555

95%ClI

(0.00-2.64)

p-value

0.602

Loop
hetero%reneity
T

<0.001




Myocardial infarction — Functional testing grouped — Stable coronary artery

disease — Sidesplit approach for assessment of inconsistency (all p-values

>0.05).

Comparison
Anatomical
testing
Vs.
Standard care
Anatomical
testing
V.
Functional
testing
CMR
Vs.
Standard care
CMR
Vs.
Functional
testing
Functional
testing
Vs.
Standard care

Direct
Coefficient

0.471

0.326

-0.223

-0.923

0.699

SE

0.274

0.229

0.840

0.839

1.003

Indirect
Coefficient | SE
1.026 1.029
-0.229 1.040
-1.333 1.796
0.188 1.797
0.144 0.357

Difference
Coefficient | SE
-0.555 1.065
0.555 1.065
1.110 2.129
-1.110 2.129
0.555 1.065

p-value

0.602

0.602

0.602

0.602

0.602



Downstream testing - Functional testing group -

Stable coronary artery disease

Comparisons e b S 7
D-RCT | Comparisons (95%CI)
R22
Functional testing vs. gzzg 5 1.27 0.637
Anatomical testing (0.61-2.64) ’
R30
R32




CMR
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Anatomical

Standard care



Anatomical
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Loop

Anatomical testing-
Functional testing-
Standard care

IF

0.784

95%ClI

(0.00-3.20)

p-value

0.525

Loop
hetero%reneity
T

0.637




Downstream testing — Functional testing grouped — Stable coronary artery
disease — Sidesplit approach for assessment of inconsistency (all p-values

>0.05).

Comparison
Anatomical
testing
Vs.
Standard care
Anatomical
testing
V.
Functional
testing
CMR
Vs.
Standard care
CMR
Vs.
Functional
testing
Functional
testing
Vs.
Standard care

Direct
Coefficient

0.109

0.236

0.147

-0.509

0.657

SE

0.814

0.380

0.849

0.845

0.855

Indirect
Coefficient | SE
0.892 0.936
-0.548 1.181
-1.420 2.324
1.058 2.328
-0.127 0.898

Difference
Coefficient | SE
-0.783 1.240
0.784 1.241
1.568 2.481
-1.568 2.481
0.784 1.241

p-value

0.528

0.528

0.528

0.528

0.528



